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1 Introduction

This is for the discussion of
· [AT118-e][711][V2X/SL] UE capability (OPPO)
      Scope: Discuss R2-2204644 and R2-2204673. Prepare an agreeable CR (with category F). 

      Intended outcome: Agree 36.331 CR in R2-2206307 (if revision is needed) and discussion summary in R2-2206308 (if needed). Email approval. 

Deadline: 5/168 10:00am UTC

2 Discussion
During Adhoc meeting, there were the following discussion

R2-2204337
[E124][E125] Imports of PC5 info into the RRC module
Ericsson
discussion
Rel-17
NR_MBS-Core, NR_IAB_enh-Core, NR_IIOT_URLLC_enh-Core, NR_UE_pow_sav_enh-Core, NR_NTN_solutions-Core, NR_pos_enh-Core, NR_redcap-Core, NR_SL_enh-Core, NR_feMIMO-Core, NR_cov_enh-Core, NR_DL1024QAM_FR1

· Noted
DISCUSSION on the two tdocs above

· QC think that in principle should not import to main module, and support P2. 

· OPPO not sure about P2, whether it is for NE only, Rel17 only or also Rel16. Seems SL specific. 

· MTK agrees with OPPO on P2. Agrees with the intention of not importing, think we should avoid double definition in general and octet string may be cleaner. 

· Nokia prefer the HW proposal, and think that we can import in the opposite direction. Nokia are positive to P2 but hasn’t checked all consequences. 

· Apple agree with MTK but support the HW solution. 

· QC HW support to import in the other direction. 

· Ericsson point out that the reason for octet string is that this is a Rel-16 IE. Nokia are stil concerned about size. Ericsson think this is just one list (per IE). 

Chair: P1, Nokia want to address the size, we can make agreement now and revisit if needed

Chair: P2 need to be discussed further, for R2 118-e
And in 4673, in order to respond to the related discussion, there are 2 proposals
Proposal 1
R2 not pursue NBC change for sidelink capability filter in R16.

Proposal 2
R2 discuss whether to introduce a filter in NR to enable / disable the report of supportedBandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR-v17xy, and a filter in LTE to enable / disable the report of v2x-SupportedBandCombinationListEUTRA-NR-v17xy.
Q1: Do you agree with P1 in 4673? 
	Company
	Agree / Disagree
	Comment

	OPPO
	Agree
	No reason to do late + big R16 NBC change now.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	No NBC change for Rel-16. 

	Ericsson
	Agree
	

	Apple
	Agree
	


Q2: Do you agree introducing a filter in NR to enable / disable the report of supportedBandCombinationListSidelinkEUTRA-NR-v17xy, and a filter in LTE to enable / disable the report of v2x-SupportedBandCombinationListEUTRA-NR-v17xy?
	Company
	Agree / Disagree
	Comment

	OPPO
	
	We are neutral here, and can follow majority view.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Agree
	We see the benefits of adding the filters while the costs of extra changes seem low, so we prefer to have the filters. 

	Ericsson
	Agree
	We agree with Huawei that have filter bring benefits on the capability size but also of the processing of the capability on the UE (that does not need to include unnecessary capabilities) and on the network (that does not need to process them).
A small comment is that, even this email discussion is for SL enhancements, we believe that the filter should apply to sidelink in general and thus also to SL relay.

	Apple
	No
	We do not think filter is needed as the current bands to be used by V2X/ProSe are quite limited. So, we do not see the capability message size issue.


Proposal 1 xxx.
3 Conclusion

We have the following proposals:
Proposal 1
xxx.


4 Reference

[1] R2-2204673
Discussion on the need of capability filter
OPPO
discussion
Rel-17
NR_SL_enh-Core
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